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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-10 5 12-26, 28-37 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Gaucher (US 6,175,860). 

Regarding claim 1, Gaucher teaches a Method and Apparatus For An Automatic Multi- 
rate Wireless/Wired Computer Network. 

providing a main server (a master server/computer 12, Fig. 3) including software for 
managing network resources from a single point of administration (having programming 
software for controlling electronic devices from a single computer/master server 12, col. 2, lines 
49-56, col. 3, lines 14-21 and col. 4, lines 66-67); 

wirelessly connecting a plurality of electronic devices (VCR 44, printer 30, Appliance 40, 
lights 48, PDA 50, Fig. 3) to said main server to create a wireless local area network 
(LAN) (connecting to master server 12 to form a wireless local area network, LAN, col. 2, lines 
49-56, col. 3, lines 22-50); and 

managing said electronic devices using said software, wherein said electronic devices 
include at least one of an appliance (appliance 40, Fig. 3), an environmental control device 
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(lights 48, Fig. 3), and an entertainment device (VCR 44, Fig. 3) (controlling the electronic 
devices with software from a master server 12, col. 3, lines 14-50). 

Regarding claim 2, Gaucher teaches the master server 12, Fig. 3 {a main server) is a 
desktop computer, col. 4, lines 55-56. 

Regarding claim 3, Gaucher teaches (1) the master server 12, Fig. 3 wirelessly checking 
for new electronic device members by requesting the devices' unique identifier {wirelessly 
transmitting an identification request from said main server), col. 5, lines 36-42 and col. 9, lines 
37-39; (2) the master server 12 wirelessly receiving a registration identifier from the requested 
electronic device within the service range of the master server 12, col. 6, lines 1-5 and col. 8, 
lines 33-41; and (3) the master server 12 keeps scanning and adjusting bandwidth usage of 
registered electronic devices within its wireless LAN service area {maintaining said wireless 
LAN including the main server and the responding electronic devices), col 8, lines 33-41 and 
col. 9, lines 50-65. 

Regarding claim 4, Gaucher teaches the master server 12, Fig. 3 adjusting a transmission 
power of a radio signal to the connecting electronic devices within its wireless LAN, col. 9, lines 
18-36. 
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Regarding claim 5, Gaucher teaches the master server 12, Fig. 3 periodically scanning 
for new or unregistered devices (updating information on the electronic devices), col. 8, lines 33- 
41 and col. 9, lines 50-65. 

Regarding claim 6, Gaucher teaches adding and dropping electronic devices from the 
wireless LAN as needed, col. 9, lines 50-65. 

Regarding claim 7, Gaucher teaches maintaining the wireless LAN using a media access 
control (MAC) protocol, col. 3, lines 1-3 and col. 10, lines 37-67. 

Regarding claim 8, Gaucher teaches (1) monitoring the entire network for any integral 
information relating to the registered electronic devices (monitoring management initiating 
parameters for said electronic devices), col. 6, lines 8-17; (2) determining an action based on the 
received integral information (determining a management action to be performed on an 
electronic device to be managed based on said management initiating parameters), col. 6, lines 
18-33; and (3) transmitting an action data packet to the managed electronic devices, col. 6, lines 
18-33. 

Regarding claim 9, Gaucher teaches monitoring management initiating parameters 
comprises monitoring sensed parameters, col. 6, lines 22-26. 
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Regarding claim 10, Gaucher teaches receiving the management action data packet at 
the managed electronic device, col. 6, lines 18-33; and 

performing the management action at the managed electronic device based on the 
management action data packet, col. 6, lines 18-33. 

Regarding claim 12, Gaucher teaches connecting a PDA 50, Fig. 3, {mobile terminal 
device) to the master server 12, Fig. 3 {said main server). 

Regarding claim 13, Gaucher teaches creating a wireless home network, col. 4, lines 48- 

65. 

Regarding claim 14, Gaucher teaches creating a wireless office {workplace) network, 
col. 4, lines 48-65. 

Regarding claim 15, Gaucher teaches wirelessly connecting electronic devices the 
master server 12 {main server) can share the software and hardware resources of the master 
server, col. 9, lines 50-65. 

Regarding claim 16, Gaucher teaches the system 10, Fig. 3, is capable of providing 
Internet connectivity to said electronic devices through the master server 12 {said main server), 
col. 6, lines 34-63 and col. 7, lines 14-18. 
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Regarding claim 17, this claim has similar limitations of claim 1. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 18, this claim has similar limitations of claim 2. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 2. 

Regarding claim 19, this claim has similar limitations of claim 3. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 

Regarding claim 20, this claim has similar limitations of claim 4. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 21, this claim has similar limitations of claim 5. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 

Regarding claim 22, this claim has similar limitations of claim 6. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 



Regarding claim 23, this claim has similar limitations of claim 7. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 



Application/Control Number: 09/921 ,708 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2665 

Regarding claim 24, this claim has similar limitations of claim 8. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 8. 

Regarding claim 25, this claim has similar limitations of claim 9. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 9. 

Regarding claim 26, this claim has similar limitations of claim 10. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 

Regarding claim 28, this claim has similar limitations of claim 12. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 12. 

Regarding claim 29, this claim has similar limitations of claim 13. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 13. 

Regarding claim 30, this claim has similar limitations of claim 14. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 14. 

Regarding claim 31, this claim has similar limitations of claim 15. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 15. 
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Regarding claim 32, this claim has similar limitations of claim 16. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 16. 

Regarding claim 33, this claim has similar limitations of claim 1. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1. 

Regarding claim 34, this claim has similar limitations of claim 4. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 4. 

Regarding claim 35, this claim has similar limitations of claim 5. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 5. 

Regarding claim 36, this claim has similar limitations of claim 6. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 6. 

Regarding claim 37, this claim has similar limitations of claim 10. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 10. 

Regarding claim 39, this claim has similar limitations of claim 1. Therefore, it is 
rejected under Gaucher for the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 1. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1 1, 27 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gaucher in view of Balasubramaniam et al (US 6,803,728), hereinafter is referred as 
Balasubramaniam. 

Regarding claims 11, 27 and 38, Gaucher teaches all claimed limitations, except (1) 
generating a management action report at the electronic device to be managed; (2) transmitting a 
report data packet including the management action report from the electronic device to be 
managed, the management action report containing information about whether the management 
action was completed by the electronic device to be managed. 

Balasubramaniam teaches a System For Control Of Devices. (1) Fig. 1 teaches 
generating a management action report at the device 24 {electronic device to be managed), col. 9, 
lines 42-52; (2) transmitting a report data packet including the management action report from 
the electronic device to be managed, the management action report containing information about 
whether the management action was completed by the electronic device to be managed, col. 9, 
lines 10-41. 
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Gaucher and Balasubramaniam are analogous art because they are from a similar problem 
sovling area of home automation system. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine the home automation system of Balasubramaniam with Gaucher. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to provide an affordable cost for 
home automation system. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Balasubramaniam with Gaucher to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 11. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

Sharood et al (US 6,453,687); Mahany et al (US 5,682,379) are cited to show a System, 
Computer Program Product and Method For Managing and Controlling a Local Network of 
Electronic Devices. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lee Khuong whose telephone number is 571-272-3157. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9AM - 5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on 571-272-3 155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact jthe Electronic Busi ness Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



7. 
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